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FTREE R Eokamoll a3t B

L o & &
7FsAlAl #{vl-2 (possible world semantics) -2 oks} opab +=2] (quantified
modal logic; ol QMLEZ &)E $18 3H4x 2ou2&< nladdlr]
gt ol F2 S. Kripkeol osf wslgln) 271 33 Wi e w80
#(model theory)& 44 QML-E $jg 8414 ou].28 #2835 Aolglc)
QML & FA¥-d+=2] (propositional modal logic ;018 PML 2 £)o o
3414 (quantificational calculus ) o] A® A 24 19464 R. Barc-
an, R, Carnap 5ol ofsil 2% 457} Slginl Aoleh, 28s| QML & 97 &4
o% g5k doliz PMLelA vebx] ebgiel Eabgl 2x)24d Bx)5o] o
T vepA] slgdon ) o] Ao o] sbsalA eu]Zo)] s Asof 3 A
A3 2 ey Aol
o] Fell 4 %elt, QMLE 918 #4ad on) 2ol 4 a4
AA’ (possible world) & F4loz 7544 2|n]Zo] dFsly = Fxd
T 4 355§l
2 QMLE 215t ®Al% on)2ol &%)
QML % #1& #4H ou]-B& 45 87)d] k4 PMLY ol F2ql =
3l e o] FAo
M)A
AO. =& Agg+3 83 (truth-functional tautologies)
Al DAcA,
A2 0O(A>B) o, OA-0B,
R1 A A>B/B,
R2. A/OA
9714 AO. & PMalAle] 7123 x1Eeld, A, B, - 429 ( atomic-
formula) =248 A48 FAEelch, F3R1, R2 9o i 73 (substitu-

o
-
a2
ey
A
ot
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tion rule)o] ¢x|uk ol Fe|(axiom)s YAFA 4] =4 (scheme) 2
2% 742 Agrt gk FHRIES £5] Felr# (detachment rule) &
MP (Modus Ponens)eti $2)-$3 R2+= ¥«d3} #=(rule of necessita-
tion)eletn Eel-¢ Ao vlokdAl =eldl gls AHeleh

Ma) ) o] c}22 Fel =4 (axiom scheme)$ vidld S4 24 7} T A}
DADOOA

2} Brouwer Al# & Mollct o}2-o] A& vfdlal dojxlr}:
ADOCA

2 S5% Mot} oh2e 23 dshd dejal »
OADOCA

2.1, S. Kripke 2| 283X

Kripke (1963)+ Aokl Al normal modal system)®’-% $% oJu2&
vt 7] a4 (A9F) 23 7% (normal model structure )& £igch 23
T2+ (G, K, R)2Z vehlxl&dl, o714 G ‘d444 Kt GE 238 =
 VheAAE Y AY aln R Kol A9 AAA (reflexive) A48 e}
Wel 5 7FsAlAl Hi) He 7 Hi RHaolgbs A2 Axdlxd oz H,7b H, o ‘71
A A o)’ (possible relative to)% %3teh &, H. o4 39l 2 HAse
Hioll 4 7bs3-& S3bel ol¥Al % of R 2ms] A7 dolojol 3ol shuksl
A 2E bl He 2 2kalol aigt “shsabA| A7 Al o] 7] s Eolcl,  Hejl 4

A FAl = HellA 7l A2 993bs] d Folch o] o MalAldl &) sl
BHTFo|4 Ro| Fold(transitive) o]zt diclg Brouwer- 23 +% R
o] &4 4 (equivalent) o|etx et S5 - w8 Fz7} s}

dxt 2y T2t FolAw Aol AAIHeK ol glelA zzte] fa7a2(d
A M) Poll 2 elx|(truth-value)Z fz}%é}—t— 28 28 ¢ (P, H7F ¢

D MAAE, TAAZ o & ¢34 MAQQu, R, Feysell o8] 19374 +g& mars
HAClk & Mo o|F tAAT BREd, Sobocinskizt 19534 o] & T
MAn ERe= von Wright (195108 MalAIet SUq AAY. SFNc} (cf,
Hughes & Cresswell, p. 30.)

2) S4, S5AA= C. 1. Lewis & C, H. Langford &4 Symbolic Logicol gl S1
~S$5 MAF S4, S5% ¢tk 183 Brouwer A= MMA o Becker Fe
7t H#Al AMAolch (cf, Hughes & Cresswell, p. 58 3 37)

3) At gAA" MAA FeE& LT R1, R20o 98] 28a MAE @
fid=4
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23k, At ol 2¥o] Foxw B ez ¥WE i o] Y
g sl

¢(A,HXt ¢(B,H)7F 28 He Kol dla) Hesisicdn sizh, a2+ ;

(A H)=9¢(BH)=Tolz}d ¢(AAB,H)=T, 282 ¢ox ¢(AAB H)=Fr}
¢ (A,H)=Told a2zjn 22 aadub(iff ) ¢ (~A H)=Feole}

Het sbsaAl-ad =& Heoll dal4 ¢(AH)=T 9o 22l o 2sidls
¢ (DA H)="To] =},

714 olelo} 2+ A4 Azl (completeness theorem) st Z5sjw i of
Al Aol el Ao} &9 7154l (provability)e] el F4REA 33 g4 (va-
lidity)elzh 9ul2A 7o)l 22 o] Sc}:

A4 Aol 2E 2d g0 da ¢ (A G)=Tdsl 2237 24 asfolnl A

= M(Z¢& S4, S5 Brouwer)al# 2] 94 (thesis) o]t}
olA] ofslil(quantifier )} =35l okzle 3 Fx (quantificational model
structure)ell A zZt7e] HeKell H g v (H)E 23 F+ ¥7 378
o, (H)& Halll E3h: =€ AE=tse] Agalsl, 4ol 44 H, H. &

FAR AEAEE M e gk ¥

gubd o 2 v e okflaAl(quantificational calculus)ddE Q3w
o AYA(F Jod)e ddshe P42 depl A u] QMLY @A E (P,
¢l 2 T2(G, K, R)ol A =ze] A7lxlr}

Kripke & <f3lsl Mal#] 2l Ze]E o}2¢ =450 w¥de Aoz AH3e
dl, il 4722 s 2 (closed formula)gnte] #4555 dhate Aol
o, &, AeHe 2 AR g A(x)e e B g4 (DA(X) 3
o FAor WA + U5F Aebe Holth ©

(0) =& A Fal=.

(1) oA>SA.

(@ o(A>B) ». OA>OB,

3) AD@A (4714 x& AW = dlo) ohdt)

4) 559 ¥44 %92 Kripke(1959) =,

5) Kripke (1963) &= “metM dAMA ] 43t MEATL & AEHAC g& 4

= 3 ddAAC e AEAS g8 sbsAAe dEVsE ot a wych 2
¥tz &8 unicorn # &e A &7 e AsAAdE 2AUGE AR

£33 gk (of. Kripke (1970) addenda pp. 763-769.)
6) Kripke (1963) p. 69 %%,
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) W(A>B). 2. (A= ®B.
6) () (WAMD=A0G).
a3 AEFAezd MPRE Hasteh

Kripke 2| ols} 7b& al#le] S22, A 17e] Prior 1 QA48 PMLZ
43 gckA g Hintikka e %" dieli3 & AlgdebAyd shed ole] PML
o g0z e Adlelw, B4 A74% Barcan formulay 18 oo %
52 etony As 272 %o (empty domain)e] 385 =5 FH =g e
2ol A7|A e ofzlo].2e] & WHo] Ayohe 3 Soloh

old] 44 (existence as a predicate) = =31% F Al b EAE
o} =(G, K, Rl 2] #Aze] 28 goll dls] 2elm 2E HeKell sl ¢ (E,H)
— ¥ (H)% &4 7)3 d8l$ol(monadic predicate) E(x) 2 vpepd 5 gleh

wah T4 2w ojulgdow wejw ¢ ek xsh yoll LI B (va-

oA w @t A Hell4l x =yl Aoz Aolstad sleh ol=f E(x) 7t
(3y) (x=y)& Sctn FHFo 4 ZAEodE T4 TR AAEE
el o,

2.2. J. Hintikka 2| ZEHMHA|

Hintikka £ t©-& dF7Hx 2458 U FAEFY A & 29
A gH(model set)olzti ateh shube mEA L e et ki (a pos-
sible state of affairs)el] o3 dhje] ¥-Bx 7l%(a partial descrip-
tion)ell & 2ot
(C.~) u7b old abEA(atomic formula)el vt FdAEAS Tt
vhe 1719 B2 2shA] ¥erth
(C. &) (p&q) epolwd pepolil gen otk
(€. v) (pvq) epold pepol7ld qepolrh
(C.E) (Ex) pepolmd Heolx 3hhe] =-friHal Wak(free individ-
ual variable) ae¢] W& pa/x) epolrh
(C. W) (Ux) pepecli zf M=t wd b7t Aodx, pobe]| g L3l
vebvbd p@/x) epolt
(C.self#) pt ~(a=a)¥ele] o A5 TF3hA] Yert
(€. =) pepoli (a=b)epol® pla/b)7t qla/b)sh L eIt
ghebs  gepolo (old, pe SAEA T2 FLAER

s
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4714 pa/x)e pll Hebde xE a2 HYT TRl
oo} Fe AL vbEd: REAFL F8A sFelZ spRiul, 23l JEst
A3 s A, 5 shiel “ZhsAAT b AR shsdtobes AE Relle] FER

7ol et P
2EAFEY At shiel 2 AAE ol Frh 2844 (model system) Q
£, okl AlzAE sk 284 Rol
°]°ﬂ ol =, o] Fof Alrl, of Al RS A
on)ela F2uf o]e|gt A = AAIE A

syAA e U4, 5 RAATE 4
A (alternativeness relati -

oA AlA el FEch

A
(C.M9)  MpepeQeld, p& Z@ékm gt, wol ot 4G 1cQo) 4
o= st Ak,

(C, N*Y) Npepe .Qo]‘l veQr} pof A= gol et pevolch
(C. N) Npepge Qold  pepolc) ®

o 7)A4 (C.N)-E A=A 7} A3l 8

e ’?\:_6L_l:}'.
olBAl A dojAl v A AlAlw MalAle] F4REA AA e 22 Aol
(F g ¥Hol of drulEA AAlA eldd o oelz oA asfedst Mal4 3

7bsstel ) 23 RS A7 Fold, slAA Foldols dii}He]lx s xA

7bsbe 27k S4, Brouwer, S5 AAld] 83l w24 AA 7 AR

LhE

Ay mlo of

Hintikka 280l 82 S3.2 24 (&F FA)E Wi gozy 24HAH(exi-

stential presuppositions ) & WA gebEx] A4 7P E gk AA (ex-

plicit premises )& vl dobe d) ot o

= 4, TAAA A AR
2T A= (CLE), (CLUXE #7 ohgah Zo] wbpsd R ®

(C.E» (Ex) pepold, Holx 3h4e) #hf ¥} et adl Hs| p(a/
x)el i (Ex) (a = x)o]ct,

(C.Ud  (Ux) pepoli (Ex) (b=x)0l®, p(/x) epolth
=3 (EONP@ 2 N(Ex) P@Wa o] ddbxql wejfiez opgo]r|

2=

Y€ AL WA fald (CNIS ohee] A0z whFa He:

7) o] Z1e2 sl ‘A% L4 (complete novel )24, o oA Hratelwd v UfA
o] B, AMAA EAES Agoloh (cf. Hintikka (1969b) p. 154)

8) %714 M, N& 2z O, Ol sigstes g4z Eelch

9) Hintikka(1966) p. 42, pp. 26-34. %=,
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(C.N®) Npepe Qo ve QI po ﬁ]_ﬁﬂx,:}f{}ollr]’ pe = M=t ¥ 3}
257 242 ve) obE & ZAel] e pevolrh

b

3 7tsMAHY X

dell 4 A3 £ QML S AR d4A uf2(ngo] )l 4 M2o] el “s}
ATt At fele vhE 2L AEE L Y T g Aolvk: sy A}
sAA R FAeled | g AbsAAl Hioll 435 ofw ul4de] o} sb54lAl H, ol

| _.

Fela o9} 2 AFEH ojF2 Ny sl FAES Kripke#} Hintikka
L

4 35 sPleh 23 o)} 7ELS A&

-3. 1. S. Kripke 2] IHX|IAIH 0|2

3.1.1. Kripke+ 2¥ 7begt AAolA 53t & 243k 28S 23
A Ale] (rigid designator ) Bt H-Ec} (1970, p.269; 1971, p.145 )4 dkd o
2 ofbee]e] H4A on]e QlojA 3k t o ool Aze] slsald H

2}
o 21 Holl42] |4A1E &atal F+ 35 — o 3% $E¥5Y +5 Yl
— 2 755 v Kripke?| maxj4eje] Zfoll& o] e dA3heh (1970,
p. 346 322)

Kripkeel 2]3tsl, 7H5alAl & AAshe Aoz 4243ln a2 7542 Fy

i, 2 olRdl EAlAlA FdAHER e 7]1-(Cr1ter1a of transworld

10) d714 (Ex) (b=x)+ Hintikka 7} A A%t A< (predicate of existence)
O 2 AL A o8 HAH" 4 Y+ #o4*2 Bk (C, Ey), (C, Uy
2 ovpge] wel, 2]F A ‘Homer’ & HAE 7le2 1538 gax ‘Homer+
A8 ek’ e L —(Ex) (r=a) oo 4% ¥l ¢ 4+ Y& 2t}
FH AAE d€& 4 3tz ot (of. Hintikka (1966), p. 34.), Hintikka
(1963), p. 76.

11) Hintikka(1969a) pp. €1-2. “2 € Hl7i7} Ydxoz FIcta Hol £4 4+
Aok A 2@z HA v Ee] +A8 A5 W BT A4S &4
7t MAe] dds SAelgta AENHAE At o2 FAL &+ U
I £
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identification)e] Foigla& £& AL AR Aol d, o3x A
Aol A felellAl Q. =

ob st 2z ¥ 2 dlabel ofE Lo] Aoty F YE EE F e A
olth wep4 ol wEm sEsAA @ “$elvt Azl AATlE e 2AF
(descriptive conditions)ell &&] Foix|&” AA|, sbie] wab, “FA =
(stipulated) AlAlol=] “S3k wred7dell ofs) drAs|ei Al AA| 7 ohrh,
(1970,p.267.)

Kripke o mA=j4lo] o] 8ol wt2m dxt A4 FL4(transworld id-
entity) FAlE 23] sjasn ohgat 22 FA Sl WS Aol

(1)91® F72 FdEol A} = & Q=71 ?

A TL4E 2 AL T4 ojd AAs? ‘e AdEe] b
(a bundle of pure qualities ) Q17}, ofui= o] *AAE Wel| #¥ g+ obF
£4% gl 74’ (propertyless stratum underlying the qualities) %
“dAgo] Mg (bare particular)’lzb? 2¥x o ofd £45F Z
i gE Eolqls?

(9] Al 3129004, 29 EAle 313dA Z7 45 3% 3o

3.1.2. F dA-E XA Fhe EdE e+ 2§, PAH(noun)st 71E(descri-
ption) & vtk HAkes thi| 492K proper name ) ¢+ Y4 A common
name)® v E 4 gloe sjgE o4 A 7] (definite description)
3} »)8A 714 (indefinite description)® vre] & = g} 2%l 23
A7 2 F 9= BEEL o AEUV?

3.1.2.1. J.S. Millel 93pd, m-fd 4= = 4|4 (denotation) & 7} A]
ak WX (connotation)¥ ZA ko Aty Uzt zZ3 od, & AlAlE
22 geoh R4 o AP AE A e JES ek Millo A
e oo dE dygd 5 o

‘Dartmouth’+ 939 ojg 29§ Jepi=§ 483 & 2 24 Dart
2] of#H(mouth)el] Feigl~] wiioll 21¥A Exch 3] ofA Dart 74
27} wp oA A, olAl &= vle]4 Dartmouthi= Dart i el 1= et ¥
5 1 olF°] Dart 7 ofHel Fedglche AL AARIH AlE q23] fele
23S ‘Dartmouth’z} & 4 9= Aol

Kripkeo] 938= ‘Dartmouth’ & o= x}%,—‘:—tﬂ]ﬂ]-}:— 28 WEE  71xA|
gk o AbglelAle A @ WEE A deche otk debd o]d WHE
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(connotation)t 1 o] £ ooje] diy & 4+ oo}

3.1.2.2. Frege (1891)e glodAlv, 3 oo & 22 wjate g4 o4t
ofol] o @éh= A4 wHWah A E D EHE T Jhr“é"H g =
g=lcl (p.32) o33k Freged 45 4Al8o] FAZYy “mfodiie b3
A Z2 912 g s %ol 374 Zolch (Kripke (1970), p.255.)"

3.1.2.3.  Russell (1918)oll ¢ 3slal, st} AE=AE AAE 5+ de FdL
‘Eeld R A feleh(p.200) b 8 AAA ‘g4’ (acqaintan-
ce)ol @= wFH4k, 78 Walter Scott * of & fH4AE <4 ‘2
= g7’ (disguised definite description)el ¥33led wel4 ‘this’
‘that’ 3} 728 2| cfgatate] A8 nf-g4bsh Hef

3.1.2.4. Wittgenstein (1922)° dolA o] F2 Azt A3 =4 (ostensi-
on) of aAl glet 23y zel gleide FAIHoR o] Fe] Fololm w4l

AU A3 oddslzl g gleh AxgAl & Abetell dlgF 2P (picture) 9

spAle] 9l ow o] Foluf ot o] AL AHE I A g s AHA
H Aol F3stel
©3.1.2.5. Quine (1970)% #4ale} <3kl Russell o] xAlol4 7@t
3 a, & 2439 4E £49.8%(redundant) Z o2 #fA| get Quined] =2
o, ‘Fa’e B3 ‘(Fx) (a=x Fx) ol §d3kq o714 ‘a’v ‘a=" 9
el Yoll= AR depx] gorme ‘o =" AU ‘Alele st T2 A
2% 4 ek webd ‘a’= avk gAl 3z ‘Fa'e ‘(8x) (Ax-Fx) o
ofs] =l slct o= ‘A’x 4 adiul s Fojole P

Quined] o]¢} 7+ oo ‘ZAEx 549’ (ontological commitment),
% gubegl(bound variable) ol o &3 EAEH Mo A 19 =9 W
wE golcgf 10

3.1.2.6. 3F=34ks} sl FAE ddadoldq FZE B AU 14
& A}gto g Strawsons} Searle & 5 4 9 A ch

Strawson® Searle2 u#94HE 7% zbF3l+= Russell 9 ¢4-¢ 58
3} g & Huls} A4 E EFIgoba v I A P 24k v)Ee] 98-S

12) FregeE--7H‘€l°l\+ HAE 4 K4 H¥FE Ln 2 o “FYt dAE A

AMZ 2tE g nH4FA2 33} (Frege (1892), p. 57.)
13) Quine (1948), pp. 7-8.

14) Quine (1948), p. 12; Quine (19694a).
15) Strawson (1850),

4
=
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F2aich Searle (1969)ell & 8kwl “| & Al A4Ee Ay wedes
237 (p.172) 0140k, “nA At 7€) A#E e AL ohx AEFEel A
Aol sfetel s 3 e @7 gk (p.172.) Strawson (1959) % 794t
o= e BdA slE—o = 2 ol T AMEdhe Axte] A4 e lE’ldl -
o] w281 o 7ol the] Zalcdw (existential statement)ES Aol AlA
24 d2atcbn 2w 2 o ol Wgaks AAYEFT FEA” FEnk Ao
2 o]&2 gulg AgE 4 glowd (p.196,) ol Aol LAHARS] AEA S B
= Aolgbw ge}, A= Strawson - Searle? §JA-e & mfHAbsb AAA
FEo ¥ty wpE ] Aopul A4 sk wiabE sHd F ek Aelth

3.1.2.7. Kripke (1970)% Mill o Z#%AHES ozl 2 bol §44 4
Habe gadul 2a WEE 23 gv dor 35

I’\r1pkef>ﬂ ofghed, shel AAAE
2 AAH I A Sl AR Ee Aol aA SR e AR, odE A4
b mAse a2 2 4Al e Al o Eekd g g4 FAdshAl A4E 5 ek
(p.276 714 Nixon-g, ol®d 7p5a 2bell 4| 19709 o1F tjgell Gl =
2 Abe 4% gAa 2 Al x o4 ‘Nixon’& 43 Nixong 7
713 Zolx, ‘1970 vl wEHo BAu Absb olzk slge] stell, dE
Sw  Humphrey$ #4]skx& ook olw] ‘ofd shdh Abel’ & ‘A =
olwl w4t do)kgl & 4 ¢J& ul (what might have happen to it), 5 3}
o] ‘s o) ed w4k ‘Nixon' & 28 sbeAAdA SL43t of 4 Nixon
< A4 s XA o7t dr

Kripkeol <8t mgm4b ol = Qubed A% xpdF = AH(natural kind
term), o|#As| ‘Tl vhEVE ‘E] “é’ ‘FEE mA Ao Fatet, (p32
7) el F7 el telalw Zl/‘l?ﬂa 212 2 2] (ostension) & &34 Al
e mAL + drk oW 2 Y (A B4 Aee R
(p.328.) & 2 7|%% Solx 4o B AEd FE 9o, =3¢ 2 &
Aol A7 e YAt 150 exAL XA FE AL H
wepd o] Helk ‘B Foele € F v Heolth

aEd AAFAAY sl 23jF ﬂi%%(lmtial baptism) 2 A% el
BE AAAE o] 8ol 1AL B8 sl A3 ds(causal chain)® &
o2 seAA 4 9 oh(p.300;p.328) A4 AFA AdE G4 AE} 2
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& o] 2 3171'4, o w "Wojx glo] A4 wl4lo] gl w4by
aA" A AE 2 o) FE A EL Abgte] FLsHA A
3 dve 27 ") li‘iblr data] A7t L o] Eg 2 AbghellAl a4
Al A sl AL ohulm ool ted)A] ¥& S5 deh wpRe] wapd
s Aebi e o & AgEol, 2 o] Fo] Aalzl whale] o4} B o z3}
€ o7l Aol 2w ol A 4 v Fold +E Y& Aol (p.
301) Donnellan (1972)% Kripke o} 2] 7+2 As & 73 9t} “Ur *T-
hales 7} +7<U7} 27 2l A Foll gk e Yo A4S0} Hetapz el u)
T AoAlA B 4 9l & Folrh o] dalAHY £E o)) B3ls|% {identi-
fying description) &2 T2 %9 & £5% a4 ALe el
+el7b A4 S 9l Thales o] g 71452 Aristotle® Herodotus 7t
2 olFE AHEshd Y e well 2 A%® 2tk 2w abel Thales b 249
e 2 E(trai D2 AZA Fuba] 48 Aol qF o] B2 A1ge] wiFel o
= H4he 2 ol 5 AHEske AbElAl e AA) B+ b - o) gl
ol Fol Wbt 7 (oral tradition)$ 7kal Fule] 7 oxbe] ZU7z A
el Zeb 2 4 Jd€ +E ok a¥A aHex ‘?3}3’— FHA e A=
Ahke] ol dell sa f7lE ¥ Fx Yw 2EI 25 Ao By 24 s
T5 ek (p. 373))
o]zt 22 Kripke o] nAx|4lof o] 24 Hejs] Bw o} o).

© 7 A4l ‘e’ st mAA Aol AL ZE SpsAAGNA, AR S
A as) Fdg iARE A As o & Aol

@ Hzr=Hedl el azt AR SdH S4oll DY JEe] YEste %
AAqE det 2 A 7p 2 == ‘a’lf' by Ao e ‘a’E AFgsN=
Abgholl Al dad Fojm, 2 Abgke ‘e’ulo g 3 AAAE slER % gt (o
@ ‘a’ Russell®] =e)d mfodahe] d32 3 =l )

3.1.3. a#l=w ;AR A7} slelole o 4be ofld H7? Kripked] 93}
|2 HAAS T AAEY e e g f AT ohlg 2% chy “YA %)
MNEA"E ohyel 3 AEAE F43) ‘é"a‘%° chire Eopd shie] 4o
F4kA d4felme A EL it

£

© weh o} 2419 dgol sw FAlH A Ea
@ o) A WtE ohch, %ﬂTOI Awebd 13
< Ezm saH %+ gk o A Poleh, ‘ool gl A4e YTz v

Solfm 2doln oluh ohell 9w} o] AL o] RE 4458 2w gorf &

in
_IPr
o
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Agol g, F4F WFal e Fole] ohel” (1970, p.272.)

189

2okl 2E b5t A4 o’ RE $45% o ARz 2 A2

FHE] 2¥AE @& delel, avld “2E shsaAlAledlY 2 Adxist ARz

VAR (EAA) S4 5w TAAH o ofd A}
3.1.3.1. Kripkew %4 40 tial] ch-gal o] w3tc}

“ol eto] i mpEeldon dgoz wEelxA Wikehe Ae o wete)

EAA £40] & F A8 Aotk o] mEo] A (in fact ) YET ubioe]
Frvlx gebd, vl2 o] mEho], ofzol] ulEoA =, o] &5o, Thames 7E&
AFol4 ghe 420 wEAthn ¥ 4 AErh? 38 4 e Foletn 4

Zgtet, 8% b A g o]w g xE yhol Thames 7223 dFol4 A4

g Adgo ofd wehg abegld Fe E99 Ao aEv 9o 2 A

o]

Foll 2 " e S bERE Aeleh 2L ¥k o] mEE ohiglE

Aolel webd whz sl Qe ol wHel oz wEolal 1d ASE Z
A B Rolth o] AL %Hli ol o] sli ol 99| whabel] wpz AT g
& 1 A haol g0 FEARE £E 4L Holoh

“Fol Axpi3 79E stz Yrtm gobd YA E 792 Zx] ¥ 9
FY F UE7? SebabEel Fo R4 ©-sle Fo| WAkI 7985
= Zeol o EAe ¥4 d¥ele ﬁ"/Fl Shxb. 2wlel Y=} FE ol
(identify )elevl 483 2E 4453 2 Ho WA= o8] £45¢ 7
el xe} F4& WA ) ol A2 o2 AP (iron pyrites)

o]

o}

T

“bsg"(fool's gold) & % + glaloh ek o) BUE Zol2hn ahx B
Holel, ¥ 7lwAAE Qs nat, dbAl4d AbEF(counterfactual situation)
A UhI & A Re] AAR u|F, dopze|z), 4w 5o oz A4
WAk Sk A AR 3¢ 2PshT Y TE Alde] 24l AR

EE 39 fabraa AYsn Bor medE BE £45¢ sAa e
Aol2hi skt 92l o] qbabAA AMglel4 22 (FAHo] Y47t ok
Foll) A% ohdebn T RAAF? SEE A 2L Felh 2 WAl

Bl o] A Fol ohd HAFo| UM o] P o] gt 2 A4
AHAE F dn 2t nF aRER TS Bt 18 £4ES AU
S 4o JEY Holvh 2y 2 FAL 2ol ohie] ofwl i A
olth Fol WAE 79% 22 %m Y% Wy o] sSalAlA 1AL

16> Kripke (1971), p, 152; (1970), p. 314.
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A3 Felebm wal A& abseh - (Ah3hEo] MM o2 a2 BUE Folet
3 g e75ke A2 FAsieh)--asnE gol d4vt ohAE 75 Yz 2

S5 Qe ™

(1) ol #4= o4 (material object)? 7|9 (origin) & 2 wjill] &
Aol o},

(2) 8 ato] Ao R He ulSolz Ba(substance) 2 o4td] B A
o] o},

(3) &k it wAd FF2E 2 wald EA o]}
27 o714 st dejrtopd Mol ot & “gk HAto]l EAEAE 23
| =t oW 458 shdol w74 ? aelw oW 452 2
B B WY+ AP S A T3, olw
Hatol A g+ gond oy HHEY (FABACR) FHY S A
B F QLA e (FATA) WA 4ol B T TEslolo} o &

A e Qe e AN FelH ol Wl dges dgE 5

N

22| aL Fol Al HAdell ofed do] dofytg F 9l 3
A 2 delytwl A3t o] AlAlIZL AW GAaE, 2 F2EE 2 b 4be] o
wH3le] Bu(vicissitude)rs} #gE 4+ vt sk B20
e Ay Zepxle 20 2 dA 2EoF AAl R wbge) Ay
B oleh oA Wt olmb 2] EAFR Pk dEtE ot As
U2 2 Al ofgA] EAbe] AsAA st BT SIS +E Y+ Aotk

714l vt 224 T4 (substantial makeup) #lol%, 7}2 ‘shte] =
(being a table) & Zrg AT EAx &olct 2 Bzlr} alEelzl vtz 1
Urgeto g iy Fe] st 3li g F5 2 oldole 1 Eake Az A3
2 %skE Aols] = Folet,

(i 14 £4¢ 943l FAew delzbx g Mol gu $4 23T
4 (vagueness)o] Al sz, = she] 2aAd £402%8 EE2/P53I

=

—_

17) Kripke (1970), pp. 319-20.
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FA4 5ol BAsH oFd FHolsl wifolrt EAS v IdL AFHA g7l
i 7ol o 74] —,0! & ol )

Kripke s, ]9} 722 U594 glabe] Tt Aol 57 e+ Yy
—%odx Hze](necessary-contingent truth)e FHa A¥ —H4@g =
g](a priori-a posteriori truth)g o] w3 = ojokul jtcin Ighc)
7be, 1m b Aol HE Ay a4 Parisel gle old o SE 7
Foz Agebn shah 2 AS Feje C1ma(A 2 te ol 4 9]) 2ty S2f zlo]o]
o 3 Agog Aok o] Hodl4 ‘1Im’rt slelFle FAHT Aol EFE 1
A3kl $lsked ofm A Afded oEe, 2 2 S toof Holup G S
ghob Aol Aejol =gtd ¢ gleh 22ly Hofol] 28 2 Aeols} Imetxn
AYorg 1 Aold w5 Hohe Abg-E 2 ol S| ol & AMenz Ym
5 1m & A¥EAH(a priori)ez & 5 oo, =Heb4 o] Afell= St

metes AL faddd -4y 2yt @ Aolh =3k *Aristotle & Plato
3

=

ﬂ'xg‘ —

o
ol 4 g, 7 Yol ST shielch o felzb AHejdleta FAf o
Sl ‘Aristotle *e] stel7le AAHE 2HFF] M4 Aristotle o] &
= £4(F Plato oA 3aicln sk £4)of] ) F3el 283 o)A HAx
ofel 7] wFoll AEH o7 ol Ao}, ol % o4 fodA—HEH Al 43}
= Zolth

a2ad g HOocp eheErt ‘2 d=lds 79o0|ch Sa} 72 o] B &
ol 3}( theoretical identification ){r Foo ofc} :17‘101 el Ao afﬂxl‘ﬂ i
A "eda Azl Aol A ghro os)

?

_rﬁ.!é.

H
o
o
fz
Y
—{J
N
ol F
oM
do
_i
N
=2 ﬂF]O
rlo
oi

olitll = T a3t HadH - ﬁi"i ;ﬂf’/lg] de2de Fd4 3% & 5 Al
‘Cicero = Tully’ v} ‘Hesperus = Phosphorus’® 7-%7} 2 s54 dal
v, 2l ‘Cicero’ 7} A3k 1Ee] ‘Tully’ 7t A48k dE3 FdT
A A4 AL FHA % AARE A TP AEDe] U ‘Cicer-
o = Tully’ & ¥eoixd Aol aelxm 34 x| o Ad Goldbach®
Z—“2E #AFe ¥ £F(prime ) & Folvp” -2 Aex HodA elo) £
oh, &@A 2] ARARIA] obdA] i uby X gk 3 ¥EAA ¥E s
AAARE), 2A0] Al He| dt wEHchd 2L YA Al Aol

e £44 44 0((8x) (r=¢)>Fa) 32 0(x) (~Fxz-zx*a)
2 A4 £ 4 7ok olwl FuA HA L st ‘obE sheAlAl e '



| 220% a9k 948 4+ 9ebE, 2 a4l ast Az

P 2% £45F ol A% Aodsn dbA o $F FolLond HrEg

bel, 2eimz 9 4 $94S TG o]l 2AE

QU Askeloh Goim Akl Yok aeu, WS T BAA 44

olgt zzglel & AAel add £+ Uk 4013 aAY, 1YL AHA a0 &

W s450 AUSH, a st He $ERAL olBohe AL AR oA o

o, o otst 3 Hi4rel Nixon ol = 23 E270] T4 B

BE 2E HAAH Al By 24 A 214 47T AW 2AE @k £

ele olal M3l slol BeA 2 E Nixonol UFIUoldHE 28 4 Y]
o Foelck, (1971, p. 152 F12)

N
jg
)
&

3.2. J. Hintikka2| 7i& 3}5t4 o2

Hintikka o] 7bgAlAl o]-22] 7|24 ok =eld okl de] Aol gt
Bebs bl PAl4 S (propositional attitude)—‘wli=c} (believe
that), ‘<teb’ (know that) ‘2 Z4&c} (perceive that )% —o gt 4
ool 819l

Hintikka = 4beldt 7bs4l4 (4F152 8 2(course of events) & 7}
58 4t (possible state of affairs))ell4 FUdgt A¥2E Boh=
224 A¥stg-(individuating function) f5¢ Aj F2 9)3hch ®
feF g 77kl Fojal v po] Ayt g 1 (2 He sejg shie] Mae)
S@)E 7B SRl o R Solebe AL old 2y udl A f
2 ol FoiAA @E F olthe g Tl

AR Fol 230 B4 acl (D7 537t she 242 fw=a, f(D=
bl feF7h glert o #5202 wbHA 4 gk Waem feFE 444 o
solu Mzt 4o 5+ A S & 44 At pFg 4+ g
o gt AR shsAlAlE dHRE Bls kAl Abol gk A4l Bel(cross
-identificatiom)®} W, & S-7kx] Aol gk Rzl g7 Aol As|
olth (2 shvbe EelA whyela, b shvbe A A whyeln)

Hintikka o] ¥ shats /& o= 7A5AlAd a9l At ohdz) S
o Mg Eo ¥t} 20419 ol2dt Wl Hintikka& ‘Sjv] 24 Az

18) Hintikka{19684), (19685)
19) Hintikka(1968a), pp, 100-101.
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EF29’(semantic neokantianism)eli $-8c} 20 (“2] 7} AAol o) T3}
Hhe FRol 2§ zhle] ubEel il MEER = Akgloh Ao At
ofel 7Hsatll & o= e AaEoll o) gdch”) olal gt 3 Al 4 7t
SAAAN L Aol g ksl EA-E(ontology )3t AAR Aelu 75
+ &% ¥k BdE(ideology)d] FAzlm vFo] A 2t 2

o]dAl £ =} Hintikkad] ‘f’& o]Zoz 715¢ 4= ¢gat Mdr Eg

dFo] 7] wj ¥l Kripke 2 i3x| 2o}t apo] 7} e}

fnodr

3.3. D, Lewis2| = 0|2

D Lewist QMLoj4ld] ‘tj& o]’ (counterpart theory)el] 7| ukgl 7}
A A o] B& AAMde}, R o] B2 ol 22 sigolo FEES Feu®

Wx  (z¥ 3 7FsAlAleldl)

Ixy (x%& sFs4A y okl sleh)

Ax (x5 s4dAelc} )

Cxy (xv yo diieltt)

Pl: Vxvy(Ixy>Wy) (ol®l A= 3 A4 9o o 474 el 9]

ot )
P2: VxvyvVz(lzxy & lxz, 2y = 2) (ofdd A% 5 A4 gl A
ot )

P3: VavyCxyodzlxz) (e of -2 3 AA gkl Uk )

Pd4: VaxvyCry=Fzlyz) (HEE 712 22 3 AlA akoll g} )

P5: vVavyVz(lxy & Cxz, ox=2z) (ol AE A ] &3 A4 U2
the A9 o fo] ohrt )

P6: vVaVy(lxyoCxa) (ofml Aol Ex & AlAl ol YdoiA 241 o

ol )
P7: 8x(Wx&Vy(lyx=Ay)) (co]u] AA = e, 283 24 A
Atak-g 234k )

20) Hintikka (19684), p. 109

21) Hintikka (1968a), pp. 108-109.

22) Hintikka (19684), p. 95; ¢f. Quine (1961a ).

23) D. Lewis (1968), pp. 110-111,
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P8: dxAx (" & "d4dAelet )

3.3.1. D, Lewis® & o]-Zd] glojA= QML sloiAe] Fd4aA4 oA
Aol o BabA 7p vepde) ol E3A g A4 (similarity )] Al b {44
o] Al odel Fuo 940 AFEH FA44 Hx(degree)FE vl dted 1}
2 AFrioluh o EakA o vﬂ%M Lewis+ thg3b o] A gt “ w4l
o] WEEe F9F Aol A Al Wl glojd zela Al glelA, =
ghgtel, 2 e 159 Aﬂﬂl %}«ﬂl AE olw AERcvkE AlE o ok
iy 258 w4l 2Rl chdeh ket 2% A4 2F 2419 AlA kel
low] wFalate] of 7| @AM A gl wFo] e}

o 7|4 “Fadt W” olat & xuﬂva]on A el gj A4 E o= FTevt Fd
oz o] ul e slaelld - al= Wb 29 o] obd 4 gluh w4 AR
AN A o] Ak gderh g v AR X9 HE Xe '
e ohrh wetd Folds 43ekr] ferh = AP wetde A
W oake] wfat X7b b2 ofgl AERet® UE BRnb o] jdo] 5| &
= 2leh (1968, pl13) Lewisel =zsl QMLE 2E 242 dl o] 29 &
o2 2% W ybsEkb( 1968, pp, 113) 2% oha & o] B9 & o)

Lo B30 g Hods =i gt}

Lewisoll glold = A2 ol E3 43H 7Hesloh ofdl oj4ke] A2
A3 2R s 257k 2eln o4 g A EEaivt FHEn gl Aol
B ool AL A3 e EAL o

3.3.2. Lewisel sl & o]-Ba A AAE 22 v A& 29 7}
SAA AMdele 2= beAAE b3k go] Aty “fE7) fdd] A
o AA el x shedlAl ol gleba gt} aleist @A 28 Ade  del
Heg FE Aok el A7 Arisba] w4 R Eg S F lvn 44
a2lg o] de] Hdhe dizb FARAUS? A4t 2 ohgal o] Fol B
+ Aolch: Aeist M oR 3™ w4 oldol®, Azt 2WE F Y
ah4jo] olet --v o] w2 EA 3 she] sl A3t AA (entity)Eo]  #ol
the A& Rk wbe] ek, 4beivh 23 & 4+ e W E (ways
things could have been)e] EaAZrh= Fol|r} - Y= (o] AANEL) ‘75

1

oN

O

eoE oy o
&4»

2 g

B

24) D, Lewis (1968), p. 112
25) D. Lewis (1968), p. 112.
26) D. Lewis (1968), p. 121.
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A A5 olgla ¥ =2A’(1973, p. 84.)
+2= Lewis® sbsAA Ad& ob3a o] goksf £  dAlct:
(1) 7HeAl Al So] A ¢ef (p84d)
2) ¥ hsAlA =3, vel e &7 (1 and my surroundings)e| 4
e dAAA = 24 2 Al A FRo| dojrta glerfal HE 2
< FF2 Aol (p. 85, p. 86.)
g4 (actual)olgt &4t W xF7 ‘odr]eh e wHY A
EA (indexical) o]t}
5, ‘"AA AAY T o o] did AAE slelAlch
(4) 7beAl A= "2 A<l (primitive) Zolel
7Fe Al Al S old F-R-ol olof A Alal e} FAAM A= ob® e
beAl Al 2 AR R QbR Al Eo) ok

—
w

g

-

b

ol o} ZHE o] Bell A= BAIAIA FdA, FAAA FU4 "ela e FA
SolvkAl gt 2w, € shsAlAE AAdeln A As ok sla f4k4e
o RE - 2Rl £ -G welabe Al olaiEl WAoo RIEJPI-NYE U
of Foof gt}

Stalnaker = @o]4tshd A 22 947} Refn P28E 28 ez (D+

+U4)E #Hsld “Fx2 AN E"(moderate realism)® 8l A< 3 F= Ao] w}
@A slela F=agkel 22 =3k Plantinga (1974)+ D. Lewis® 3xtalal 7}
SAIA A B A AAlg o] = ‘HAA o]g ol W T AEA 4L g}
Zrol AR Wb glvka x| 3he} ®

(1) o] AlAl= A AAA o] e},

(2) o] AAlE o] Aol v}

(3) e HAA A o]},
Lewisol] wt2m? o] A4’ o} ‘GAMA & F2ojg 2zolmz (1} (2)9} FY
3 HAIIE ) ol Pus AFelebe Aol 2 77}""“’, Plantinga o] 2] 3§}
(Dt (3} d A zwfolx galal (29 thaoh (DE o] o] qdixl AAd4
ab Aol 7] w ol F $oiz Aol E3}s}s) “H'-f"ﬂ 28} FAdAE = et
ol

27) Stalnaker (1976).
28) Plantinga(1974), p. 50.

29) D. Lewis (1970), p. 185; D. Lewis (1973), p. 86.
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Lewis ] 7b5AlAl A2 22 “clz] okx o gl FA4)|”%) (quantitatively
unparsimonious)&}tr] & toll AWt FAl F FAAY FUdH B FA=
dejta] gt 2ely Feldmane] A4 &7

4) v, AP AF oleldk ol A FHE + glcf

@ e et A R o] A 2e e
ol A4 4)= 4] A o] 512 Fabet & “ue} A ofE e i
& 1431 AT o] ohetm wat + el L olf & “Fag ddl 47

+ B2 ¥kl A Fell gt (cf, Lewis (1968), p. 113) Lewisd A&
3o gk vty stfts “Fat FHdA” gl 20 233 3L 2 A1 Fol
R A=) 2] G B o BA HAUAE Wy zo| glef

4% 8 2

ol el 4 2l Asba] HAAQ sbsAlAl o e ell @3te] 4 ughe Kri-

pket aAA HAell gt ZHX o] o] 2 & £UFo2Y TE 5T Al
of 4 2 3.2 2] 4] o] o] 31811 AL g T Ao Fsln U 2
oSS B8 EU4L 2 e 24715 A (self-identity)ell &4 3k},
a7d o8l shs3k "PEH(ﬂ'“HM])"ﬂ‘i FTU4E AE 2 AR 2 YA
ol AEAP 7t obd g 29 s, EAA T4, WY Tz 3¢ BAA LYoz
Zhech a2 A4 o] shsalAl e Al YRR s Az
A sz Aol ohel, & Hintikkaol] gl A& ol sb5ad] — 2ol 9lo]
Ae F31 Aol FAA f 25l gk dvdolgly] wFel 2 sbsAAEL )
o GAlA exel gl s5E AllER Yehded —oll4 $U3 ul4E s}
A= 3 S FAol Y BAAlA FLAe] Huscy aele e JJ«]
7bsAlAlE Well A FAAlA FUdA4E s AEE g = el sl
=9 dfolth wetd A AAdA Fd4 R % 2 A A 7+ f(;l)
o EAEAE HdA AdAlo o E3be} o] PA] 2w Kripkeal “cf kA<l (de-
re)” "4 dAshs LT wolEolx] ¥E 4 oot o]& A4 4}
4 a2 A28 44 (ontological relativity)$ —’y‘—%o]ie Quines A
o} g gAg st ek Kripke 9F Hintikka 9 % o} & afol— w] & o]
T Ak FAl 9 Aolol A v EE = Ael7] FAuk—Kripke st 7HsRE A

30) D. Lewis (1973), p. 87.
31) Feldman (1971),
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H2HE JA sk dloll whal Hintikka v s 4A4)9] 44 o9 7152 7wz
+ AA3A Yerbe Aol
a2 |, D Lewist € 7F5AAES 444, F 83144 Aae %
S AAdhe Aoz vy A7 spbsAA e A2 Az} ol Y
4 AE QA G KA A kS A s geld o bsAlA o) 2o
A Bgdts A FUAY FAU BAAA BYA4 ©le FAlE dojutx
Beoh 2l Bl “Fadt "ol o ge” dlie] £ E U] s
A AT o] &3t e ‘Fag H olel: RE o] Az 9y
22 YRAE Lewis® o] B2 H4-dS g8 zlo|o

7bs4l4l (possible world)z} FA 4te}xl AL x| 7] Leibniz o4 4¥ o]
Zab, o] Ao} vha] EAA o7 FAA Hu T A 3o L4
22 QML & $13F gA4A olv]Bo] elvAl =4 k4t (modality)e] 43
oloja « jee]d A Ao £3He A7t oy Bl Al HE5 = AUS) e BS
ol AlztsHA] A 71=E|"A o]gitt, Quined, of ol QML #4#l & wolEd 4 ¢l
€ Aoz zpF3kn Wi ASg vl QML E wobgdlthe 2 BT E wholso]

£ A3E 2o TeD vl Aol 2sk BAFY QML AV AL, 9

ol &, Ale-E % 29 auke| ATA g4 "] 52 Aozl kAl dAl =
a7h BAFLE dbebsd 7 obrlsE AR duyn ke “YheA A
gl winlE” & ojgA & Ayt sk A o] F MwAEe FU4 #slo]
oA oolEg EA A S8 u)

2 ¢
o
2
3
o{r
e
N
of
;{F
ol
o
2
T
Kl
.
—{)~
o
i

2} @H%’ﬂ, 94 B Al
Al 2 A 42 2

shel 7k Hox gl
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